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THE REPLY FILED FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 

1 . □ The reply was filed after a final rejection, but prior to or on the same day as filing a Notice of Appeal. To avoid abandonment of 

this application, applicant must timely file one of the following replies: (1) an amendment, affidavit, or other evidence, which 
places the application in condition for allowance; (2) a Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee) in compliance with 37 CFR 41 .31 ; or (3) 
a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. The reply must be filed within one of the following 
time periods: 

a) [U The period for reply expires months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) [H The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later. In 

no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

Examiner Note: If box 1 is checked, check either box (a) or (b). ONLY CHECK BOX (b) WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN 

TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 706.07(f). 
Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The date on which the petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate extension fee 
have been filed is the date for purposes of determining the period of extension and the corresponding amount of the fee. The appropriate extension fee 
under 37 CFR 1.17(a) is calculated from: (1) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office action; or (2) as 
set forth in (b) above, if checked. Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of the final rejection, even if timely filed, 
may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 

2. ^ The Notice of Appeal was filed on 05 February 2007 . A brief in compliance with 37 CFR 41 .37 must be filed within two months of 

the date of filing the Notice of Appeal (37 CFR 41 .37(a)), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 41 .37(e)), to avoid dismissal of the 
appeal. Since a Notice of Appeal has been filed, any reply must be filed within the time period set forth in 37 CFR 41.37(a). 
AMENDMENTS 

3. □ The proposed amendment(s) filed after a final rejection, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be entered because 

(a) D They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ They raise the issue of new matter (see NOTE below); 

(c) □ They are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the issues for 

appeal; and/or 

(d) D They present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: . (See 37 CFR 1 .1 16 and 41 .33(a)). 

4. □ The amendments are not in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121. See attached Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment (PTOL-324). 

5. □ Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

6. □ Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment canceling the 

non-allowable claim(s). 

7. [X] For purposes of appeal, th e proposed a m e ndm e nts); a ) □ w il l no t be tte red , or b) □ w ill be e nt e red and a n e xp l anat i on of 

h o w th e n e w or amend e d c l a i mc wou l d bo rojootod i o provided bolow or oppondcd . 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 
Claim(s) allowed: NONE . 
Claim(s) objected to: NONE . 
Claim(s) rejected: 1-19 . 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: NONE . 
AFFIDAVIT OR OTHER EVIDENCE 

8. □ The affidavit or other evidence filed after a final action, but before or on the date of filing a Notice of Appeal will not be entered 

because applicant failed to provide a showing of good and sufficient reasons why the affidavit or other evidence is necessary and 
was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 1.116(e). 

9. □ The affidavit or other evidence filed after the date of filing a Notice of Appeal, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will riot be 

entered because the affidavit or other evidence failed to overcome all rejections under appeal and/or appellant fails to provide a 
showing a good and sufficient reasons why it is necessary and was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 41.33(d)(1). 

10. □ The affidavit or other evidence is entered. An explanation of the status of the claims after entry is below or attached. 
REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION/OTHER 

1 1 . S The request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: 

See Continuation Sheet. 

12. □ Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s). (PTO/SB/08) Paper No(s). 

13. □ Other: . 
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Continuation of 1 1 : The request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the application in condidtion for allowance 
because: Applicant's arguments filed 02/05/2007 with Claims 1-19 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 



Applicant argues, "Houvener simply does not have an optical system (terminall) for receiving the data from a computer monitor (input 
device 9) (col. 4, lines 45-65). The examiner has not pointed out any optical device in Houvener receiving data from a computer display. 
The anticipation rejection of claims 1 , 3 t 5, 7, 10-13 and 15-18 should therefore be withdawn" (See page 3 of Remarks). 
Examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant. Houvener explicitly discloses " the point of identification terminal comprises a standard 
magnetic strip reader 4, an optional bar code reader 4', check scanner 4" (all of which are well known in the art), an optional input 5 (which 
may be a numeric keypad, an alpha-numeric keypad or simply a series of a few dedicated keys), a display means 6, which is preferably a 
miniature flat panel display, a controller 7, and an internal communication modem or other communication means 8. Also, included, as 
either an integral component of the point of identification terminal or as a separate component, is a biometric input device 9. In one 
preferred embodiment, the biometric input device comprises a fingerprint scanner for scanning fingerprints of system users to authenticate 
their authority to access and use the system. However, other biometric input devices, configured to read other biometric data, such as 
retinal scans, voiceprints, thermal images and the like may work equally well and are envisioned within the scope of the present invention" 
(col. 4, lines 47-64). Therefore, Houvener clearly discloses the limitation "the identification terminal is an optical system that receives data 
from a computer monitor." 

Applicant further argues, "There are several additional inaccuracies in the final Office Action. Page 4, point 3. The Examiner says that 
Houvener's patent incorporates an optical system (input device 9) for receiving data from a computer monitor. This is completely 
wrong. Device (9) is an input device for the biometric data of the user, that is, data related to characteristics which are specific to the 
user, such as his/her fingerprints, voice, retina, etc. Besides, these data are not received from a computer monitor. The device (9) only 
obtains biometric data; it is a scanner. Page 4, point 3. The Examiner says that Houvener's patent incorporates an alphanumeric 
display (6) to display the data to be signed. Neither is this correct: the display (6) allows photographs for the identification of the user to be 
seen, not the data which correspond to the transaction which is to be signed by the user. Page 9, first paragraph. The Examiner says that 
in Hacker's patent a definite area on the monitor for the transmission of data into the optical detector is described. This is not correct 
either: nowhere in Hacker's patent is there mention of a computer monitor which sends data to an optical detector, as claimed" (see pages 
10 and 11 of Remarks). 

Examiner respectfully disagrees with these arguments. First at all, Examiner would like to point out that page 4, point 3 of the Final Office 
Action , Examiner did not say "Houvener's patent incorporates an optical system (input device 9) for receiving data from a computer 
monitor." Please see the Final Action dated 08/03/2006 to clarify this matter. Second, the examiner's position was that "a computer 
monitor" reasonably can be interpreted by one of ordinary skill in the art as an input device used for receiving data. Third, the examiner's 
position was that an alphanumerical can be reasonably interpreted by one of ordinary skill in the art as an display 6/6' that is capable of 
showing the data to be signed. The examiner's position in response to this argument was that limitation from the specification can not be 
read into the claim. Finally, Hacker clearly discloses the limitation "a definite area on the monitor for the transmission of data into the 
optical detector", "The pad 520 also may be a digitizer pad of a any suitable type containing resistive sheets forming a digitizer means 540 
(FIG. 9) responsive to operating pressures in a suitable range normally applied by a user using a ballpoint pen. The digitized pad 520 
using resistive sheets at 540 preferably has sufficiently high resolution to provide an accurate representation of handwritten data including 
signatures. The resistive sheets at 540 are preferably covered with an abrasion resistant cover 542 of a suitable polyester material. 
When the user enters data onto pad 520 by supplying sufficient pressure with a writing instrument to activate the resistive sheets at 540, 
the information is digitized, compressed and stored and/or transmitted to the computer terminal 510. For example, if the module 516 is 
being used for signature verification, a signature written on pad 520 can be immediately verified or stored for future verification (col. 5, 
lines 23-38 of Hacker). Therefore, Hacker clearly discloses a computer monitor which sends data to an optical detector. 

For at least the above reasons, it is believed that the rejection is maintained. 
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